The mode of crime report has been the concern of media scholars over the ages. Perspectives 
INTRODUCTION
The coverage of crime has become a greater and complex concern for the media especially in this era of Information and Communication Technologies (ICTs). Undoubtedly, the global nature of our new communication technologies has brought about easy and quick access to information. Both peace lovers and perpetrators of evil activities are caught in this inevitable web of information packaging and dissemination.
The way in which crime is reported in the print media, has long been a source of fascination for academics. Numerous studies and scholarly works have been produced that investigate the manner in which the media report crime and the impact of this on the readership.
Critically, the positive and negative effects of the many messages the mass media send out about crime on daily basis to consumers are not often given top priority. What seems to matter to mass media practitioners is to write or broadcast the latest happenings under the philosophy that the people have the right to know what is happening within and outside their environment. Looking at this stance of the media practitioners closely, one is provoked to ask these questions. How are the mass media practitioners or gatekeepers sure that what the "global public" wants is given to it in terms of information distribution? How are they sure that their audiences like the way and manner criminal activities are enthroned on the media podium of Agenda -Setting theory? How often do mass media practitioners applaud or celebrate on daily basis promoters of universal peace, and remarkable meaningful developments, especially in the less developed nations of the world as they appear to do to perpetrators of crime?
STATEMENT OF THE RESEARCH PROBLEM
Every society has ways and means of condemning criminal acts. Of course, the law is a major tool used to check criminal activities but it is pertinent to know that the media also do that, although, they act according to the dictates of the law. That is, in reporting a crime story, the media have tips or rules of crime reporting formulated based on what the law provides.
The print media, especially newspapers, have been identified as one of the most effective means of communication. This is due to its unique features of reader control, exposure and permanence. Apart from that, it is a reliable channel being used by policy makers, government and organizations to reach their audience in order to achieve their communication objectives. Crime affects all, thus, it demands that it is treated justly and objectively. It would be unethical to try to give legal answers to particular circumstances without a foreknowledge of law and legal issues. Most journalists are aware of a 'Code of Conduct' that guides their profession. Professional ethics demand that journalists, especially those in the crime beat, should be aware of sources of criminal law, what constitutes a crime, why a particular type of conduct is made criminal, and why some forms of harmful activities are not criminal. They should also be knowledgeable about methods by which crimes are investigated and prosecuted including an outline of general court procedures. If any law enforcement agency violates this, journalists cry out and seek a redress of the situation.
Despite these facts, most media organizations in Nigeria appear not to follow the principles of crime reporting while some project crime the wrong way. Legal institutions do not adequately create awareness about what a crime is and the punishment to be meted out until the media report such an act or castigate someone who has committed it. It is against this backdrop that this study sought to find out whether or not the print media, in their reportage of crimes:(i) adequately apprise the public of legal actions instituted against such crimes; (ii) allow favouritism in their reportage; (iii) take side with legal organizations; (iv) ensure that punishments meted out are commensurate with crime committed.
RESEARCH QUESTIONS
1. How often do the media report crime stories? 2. What specific punishments meted out to perpetrators of crime were reported by the media?
3. What is the slant or frame of reported crime stories?
4. What is the reaction of media to punishments meted to perpetrators of crime?
NEWS REPRESENTATION AND THE SOCIAL CONSTRUCTION OF CRIME Understanding news representation and the social construction of news making requires an examination of the conscious and unconscious processes involved in the mass dissemination of symbolic consumer goods. These commodities of news production and the images of social reality that they invoke are inseparable from their cultural histories. Moreover, mediated characterizations of crime and criminal justice, of criminals and social control, projected in news presentations are representations themselves of culturally shared visions accessed through commonly unfolding historical narratives, in which average people and most journalists come to know crime and justice in developed societies. In other words, crime and justice stories produced by news media for mass consumption reflect and reveal much about those societies' views of themselves, "good" and "bad." Dekeseredy and Dragewicz, (2011) . In brief, these "crime news" stories are not objective or value-neutral. Regardless of the prominent theoretical orientation to media studies-Durkheimian, Marxian, or feminist-there is agreement that although crime and justice representations are highly selective and unrepresentative of their subject matter, they are viewed as essential for unraveling the relationships between crime, control, justice, and social order because these news stories respectively reproduce moral boundaries, legitimate law and order, and reinforce gender stereotypes-all of which help to reify unequal power relations as well as inequality throughout society. Nevertheless, within and without the news business there are also all kinds of sources and values that shape the processes of news making in general and news making criminology in particular. In the process of news crime construction, whatever the distinctions, crime and crime control represents order through constituting an active discourse that "provide people with preferred versions and visions of social order, on the basis of which they take action" (Ericson, Baranek, and Chan, 1991: 239) . At the end of the news -making day, the mediated construction of crime and justice becomes the socially constructed reality when in reality this is the socially constructed subjective reality. According to Surette (2007) , there are four stages in the social construction of crime and five contemporary crime-and-justice frames that provide fully developed socially constructed templates that allow claims and claims makers to succeed in making their representations of crime and justice stick to the media overload of information. Stage one consists of "the physical world" enveloped by conditions, events, and properties that establish the boundaries or background in which the other stages must frame their interactions. Stage two consists of the "competing social constructions" or differing descriptions of the physical world of crime and justice offered up by various claims makers. It is at stage three, "media as social construction competition arena" in which Surette (2007: 35, 40) argues that the media play their most powerful role filtering out competing constructions, typically favoring those positions that "are dramatic, sponsored by powerful groups, and are related to pre-established cultural themes" or to the five prevailing crimeand-justice frames described by Theodore Sasson in Crime Talk (1995) : "faulty system," "blocked opportunities," "social breakdown," "racist system," and "violent media." In news making practice, moreover, not all claims and claims makers are equal. For example, the claims and claims makers from law enforcement and criminal justice usually have more influence as both experts on crime and justice and as sources of information for reported crime and crime control stories. In a similar fashion, crime news reporters are more open to those already existing claims and to those claims makers who can connect their interests to those same claims or crime-and-justice news frames. Sasson (1995: 13-17) has identified the causes, policies, and symbols associated with each of the mediated dominant frames or themes of crime and justice. The "faulty system" thematic argues that crime stems from criminal justice leniency and inefficiency. Its policy is to "get tough" and "tighten up." Symbols have included "handcuffed police" and "revolving door justice." The "blocked opportunities" thematic argues that crime stems from poverty and inequality. Its policy calls for addressing the "root causes" by creating jobs, community development, and reducing poverty. Symbols have included "dead-end, low paying jobs" and high unemployment rates. The "social breakdown" thematic argues that crime stems from family and community breakdown. Its policy calls for citizen involvement and community efficacy/policing. Symbols include "family values" and "take back the streets." The "racist system" argues that the problem of crime stems from a criminal justice system that operates in a discriminatory fashion. Its policy calls for greater sensitivity to racial justice and to the empowerment of those groups discriminated against. Symbols include "profiling" and "differential application" of the criminal law. Finally, the "violent media" thematic argues that crime, particularly violent crime, stems from the amount of extreme violence in the mass media. Its policy calls for more governmental regulation of the production and distribution of violent imagery. Its symbols include "life imitating art" and "copycat crimes."
Stage four represents the emergence of dominant news themes or the "winning social construction" that often drives, if not, determines criminal justice and crime control policies, trumping empirically based or driven policies. According to Surette (2007: 36) , those "social policies supported by the public and the solutions forwarded by the policy makers are tied to the successful construction [s] . For crime and justice, the socially constructed reality will define the conditions, trends, and factors accepted as the causes of crime, the behaviors that are seen as criminal, and the criminal justice policies accepted as reasonable and likely to be successful."
CRIME RATE IN NIGERIA
It is given that crime has been on the increase just like poverty and inflation as well as the rate of unemployment in Nigeria. Ogbeche (2011) examines the rate of increase in crime, the trend and patterns of crime, adopting the criminal victimization survey as captured by an Abuja-based non-governmental organization, the CLEEN Foundation.
Protection of lives and property is a primary responsibility of government, however, this appears to have been fulfilled in breach in Nigeria in recent times as crime rate has not only surged but the crimes have taken much grievous dimensions. It is no longer news that crimes like kidnapping and more recently, terrorism have become the order of the day.
Therefore, understanding the trend and pattern of crime in the country in order to effectively combat it requires cohesive policy formulation and programmes implementation. It goes without saying that statistics is also important for effective and efficient planning, operations and administration by police, prosecutors, judges and prison officials.
Presenting the report of the 2012 National Crime and Safety Survey to journalists and other stakeholders recently in Abuja, the Executive Director of the foundation, Mr. Innocent Chukwuma, disclosed that three out of every four Nigerians was fearful of becoming victims of crime while one in every three respondents admitted experiencing criminal victimization.
The survey also showed a progressive increase from 2011 figure though lower than 2010 where nearly one in two respondents experienced criminal victimization. Kebbi State had the highest rate of criminal victimization of 96% followed by Ebonyi State (95%), Enugu (87%) and Niger State (77%) while Katsina was least in terms of actual experience of crime with (6%), followed by Nasarawa (7%) and Lagos State (23%).
Similarly, robbery was found to be on a steady rise from 11% in 2010 to 17% in 2012; and when disaggregated by states, Edo State recorded the highest with 63% while Anambra and Ondo States followed with 47% and 33%. Jigawa and Kwara on the other hand were the least in robbery with 4% and 2% percent respectively. The survey also revealed that security in the home was still challenging as 47% of robbery occurred in the home and 24% near home while 20% was elsewhere and 9% in the work place or school.
Armed violence other than robbery which encompasses acts like terrorism, bombings and community violence among others indicated that 5% percent of respondents were victims of armed violence with highest occurring in the South South 12%. This was followed by North East 7%, North-West 5%, South-East, 4%, and North Central, 3% with the South-West recording the least, 1%. The survey also indicated that 26% of armed violence occurred in the home, 39% near home, 15% at work place or school and 20% elsewhere.
More than half of the respondents interviewed expressed dissatisfaction with the performance of security agencies in fighting terrorism with only 31% being satisfied, 31% were of the view that strengthening the capacity of security agencies would solve it, while 33% suggested dialogue, 19% advocated use of force and 15% believed the use of force and dialogue would solve the problem, 13% were, however, indifferent.
Findings of the survey also indicated that there was an upsurge in bribery and corruption among government officials with nearly one out of every four respondents having paid bribe or been asked to pay bribe before services could be rendered to them. In terms of trend, demand for bribe increased from 20% in 2011 to 24% in 2012.
The 2012 survey also showed that bribery and corruption among police was top with (76%), immigrations (66%), customs (65%), prison officials (52%), Road Safety officials (51%), EFCC (49%), and SSS (47%). Court personnel, tax officials, anti-corruption agencies, and PHCN officials were also found to demand for bribe before service were rendered.
Respondents also identified constraints against anti-corruption agencies to include, government insincerity (40%), lack of funds and facilities (28%), corruption of EFCC and ICPC officials (40%), as well as weak and corrupt judiciary (11%).
THEORETICAL FOUNDATION
This research was anchored on the principles of the Agenda-Setting theory.In explaining the Agenda-Setting theory in relation to crime, Breen (2007) posits that the mass media play a role in the formation of public opinion. They are also selective in the messages transmitted. While there are clearly external forces at work in terms of what enters the news, it is abundantly evident that there is much left to the choices of the individual editor or journalist, as well as many influences that act from within media organizations. (White,1950) .
The import of this argument is that among all the criminal activities that occur in the society, the media select and supply crime stories to the public and this form the basis of what the audience thinks about. The central task confronting the media is to engage the attention of the public and then to activate that public without overwhelming it with information by distinguishing effectively between that which is important and that which is not. Following the occurrence of the murder case involving Cynthia Osokogu in September 2012, the mass media were awash with stories of how she was allegedly killed after being drugged and raped and news on the investigation procedure. This is a practical example of how the media set agenda for public opinion and discussion. At that time, the public's thought and behavior was not only influenced by the frequency of reporting but also by the importance ascribed to the murder case. In line with basic assumptions of agenda-setting that media concentration on a few issues and subjects lead the public to perceive those issues as more important than the others, the Cynthia case, just like the Farouk Lawan bribery scandal was glorified or exalted more than all other criminal acts that occurred at that particular time. McCombs and Shaw (1972) explain that "agenda setting is considerably more than the classical assertion that the news tells us what to think about. The news also tells us how to think about it. Both the selection of objects for attention and the selection of frames for thinking about these objects are powerful." This refers to the manner in which the media write the crime stories or the angle in which they write from. The clear consequence of agenda setting theory is that it is the framers of the news who wield a vast amount of control over how the public views various events and personalities. Agenda setting is not simply a function of journalistic choice. Becker (1980: 530) points out that "agenda setting is driven in part by a number of elements including individual desire to be informed, the needs that are met by the mass media, and the ability of the individual consumer to respond to media cues." Therefore, the mass media reportage of crime meets the information needs of the audience as the audience desire to be informed and the mass media also has to play their role of disseminating information to the public. In addition, the media in reflecting the status quo (as well as in its capacity to lead, follow, or resist social change) have not only facilitated the targeting of certain offenders, such as junkies, sex offenders, the poor, or immigrants, but they have also omitted or given a relative "free pass" to other offenders, such as the habitually law violating Fortune 500 corporations, or those Wall Street bankers, insurers and stockbrokers who engaged in derivative ponzi schemes and subprime mortgaging, or private security contractors who have thieved, raped, and killed. The representations of the former are typically portrayed as dangerous offenders who threaten the well being of otherwise lawful societies. The representations of the latter are less frequent and less scrutinized. They are obtainable as anomalies, exceptions, or glitches in the normative order-that is, sometimes "shit happens"-in any case, these offenders and their offenses are not to be taken seriously or treated as real crime or with any thought given to the systemic negative consequences for the well being of the rest of society (Surette, 2007) . In essence, the Agenda-Setting theory is significant in this paper because the mass media, in reporting crime, fulfils its surveillance and correlation mandate to the society but by the prominence it gives to certain crime stories either through the frequency of reporting, headline display or the position of the story, makes certain criminal activities more pronounced than others.
METHODOLOGY
The newspapers analyzed for this study were: The Punch, The Guardian and The Nation. Each newspaper edition for sampling had the duration of four months, that is, from June to September 2012. However, not all the daily or weekly editions were used; the reviewed editions were picked alternately. For the first week of each newspaper, Monday, Wednesday and Friday editions were chosen. For the second week, Tuesday, Thursday and Saturday editions were selected and this was used for the remaining weeks and months. By examining three papers per week, each paper had a total of twelve editions per month and 48 editions for four months. The total editions for the three newspapers ought to be 144 but only 4 out of 12 editions for the month of July selected for The Guardian newspaper could be gotten. Consequently, instead of a total of 144 editions, 136 editions were reviewed. From these 136 editions, the overall crime stories obtained amounted to 502.
FINDINGS

Research Question 1: How often do the media report crime stories?
The answer to this research question is provided in table 1 below 
Research Question 2:
What specific punishments were meted out to perpetrators of crime reported by the media? Findings thus revealed that most of the perpetrators were arrested as indicated by 159 (31.7%) while 23 (4.6%) were jailed and only 4 (0.8%) were jailed. The breakdown of specific actions taken against perpetrators of crime for each paper is given below in tables 9-11. Tables 12-16 provide the answer to this research question. The answer to research question four is illustrated by the following tables: 
DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS
As far as coverage of crime stories in Nigeria is concerned, the findings in this study point out that the sampled print media (Punch, Guardian and Nation) were frequently and vigorously engaged in the reportage of crime stories. For the four months period and the 136 editions used, a total of 502 crime stories were reported by the papers based on the specified types of crime stories with June(159/31.1%) recording the highest incidence of crime and murder having the highest rate of occurrence. The above discovery equally indicates that the level of awareness created by the print media about crime is high.
Most of the reported crime stories appeared in the inside pages (459 or 91.4%) as against 39/7.8% that were given front page treatment. This last finding further proves that the media indeed actively report crime stories. It also means that the media are overwhelmed with cases of crime to be reported which explains why most of the crime stories were reported in the inside pages because there were too many crime occurrences while other less common and more important issues were given front page treatment. The implication therefore is that crime is common in the Nigerian society with murder occurring more often having 138/27.5% out of the total 502 stories covered.
As should be expected, since crime is evidently rampant in the Nigerian society, the logical sense is that perpetrators of crime are sanctioned appropriately. However, of the 502 crime cases got in the papers, only 23 or 43% were jailed for the offence they committed, 10 or 2.0% were convicted and just 4 or 0.8% were acquitted of the crimes or allegations leveled against them. As seen in Table 8 the uppermost action taken against perpetrators of crime did not go beyond arrest (159/31.7%) while 54 or 10.8% had no action taken against them. Another 86 or 77.1% were either on trial or declared wanted.
By implication, this means that the perpetrators of crime in the stories sampled were not appropriately sanctioned or, perhaps, the cases died down without being brought to a logical and legal conclusion.
Also, if an entirety of 159 criminals were just arrested and no action beyond the arrests was taken against them, then, an injustice is clearly apparent, either to the alleged perpetrators who, following appropriate investigation, may be found innocent or guilty of the offences, and society that is denied knowledge of the truth of the story.
The media too did react to the punishments meted out to perpetrators of crime. Although, not much reaction came from the media as 423 or 84.3% were not provided which shows some level of indifference. But the few reactions that were given indicated disapproval from the media with 56 or 11.2% stories agitating for redress while only 23 or 4.6% stories evinced a commendation of the actions taken against perpetrators of crime.
Of the three papers, The Punch was the most dissatisfied with the actions taken against perpetrators of crime with 22 or 39.2% supporting redress while the least dissatisfied was The Nation with 18 or 32.1%. The Nation newspaper gave the highest commendation with 9 or 39.1% while The Punch gave the lowest commendation with 6 or 26%.
In terms of the angle framed by the media in reported crime stories, a substantial portion (422/84.1%) did not go beyond reporting the fact as they were while 72/14.3% adopted a neutral tone in the treatment of the cases and just 8/1.6% were biased.
Judging from Table 2 which shows the total number of crime stories for each month, another thing worthy of note in terms of whether the awareness created for the audiences about crime reduces the rate at which crimes are committed is that the rate at which crime was committed in June was less than that of August but August crime rate was more than that of July while the crime rate in July reduced as against that of June. This demonstrates a fairly stable decrease in crime rate from June to September, 2012.
Conclusion
The media recurrently and actively report on crime, with murder coming as the mostly reported crime story between June to September, 2012. However, most of these crime stories were found in the inside pages because there were too many crime stories fighting for media attention. The most important and controversial ones were consequently placed in the front pages of the papers.
In terms of editorial bias, a substantial portion of the stories (422/84.1%) did not go beyond reporting the fact as they were because the items that fell under this category were majorly straight news stories which require that news be reported in a factual and balanced manner without any form of favouritism.
Although, generally, the media were indifferent to actions taken against perpetrators of crime, there is a slight indication that they were not satisfied with these punishments since most stories with nil or indifferent reactions were actually news stories.Since the media were actively involved in reporting crime, they should not just create awareness about crime or be indifferent but act as a conscience of authority to encourage further investigation, educating their readers, enlightening readers about the goings on in the legal processes thereby stimulating a change from both authorities and citizens.
In view of the fact that the agenda setting theory has bestowed on the media the power to influence people's opinion and invariably their decision, the media should ensure that the right punishments are meted out to perpetrators of crime and they should conduct proper investigation before reporting. In a case where they cannot single-handedly conduct the needed investigation, they should lias with other anti-crime agencies in order to ensure that perpetrators of crime are not just arrested but are prosecuted and either found guilty or innocent of the charges brought against them.
Also, the media should take a firm stand while reporting through editorials, analysis, opinions and feature articles and more of this should be done on crime instead of mere reporting, creating awareness and elevating crimes.
